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The debate on the draft convention lasted from the 24th to the
27th March, and its result was to show a general readiness on the
part of the delegates to accept the draft as a suitable basis of work
for the decisive stage of the Conference. The plan did not escape
criticism, however, on account of its omissions as well as of its con-
tents. Several speakers commented with disapproval on the proposed
retention of bombing from the air in outlying regions, and the naval
provisions were also felt to be open to objection, while the proposals
for implementing the Kellogg Pact were criticized on the ground
that they ignored the machinery of the League of Nations. A number
of delegates indicated that they would propose amendments of
certain details of the plan at a later stage, and it was clear that sug-
gestions for modifications were to be expected especially in regard
to the allocations of effectives1 and of aeroplanes. As for omissions
from the draft, several speakers regretted the absence of provisions
for budgetary limitation and for control of the manufacture of, and
trade in, arms; but Sir John Simon explained, in the speech in which
he wound up the debate on the 27th March, that these omissions were
to be accounted for by the fact that the committees of the Conference
which were dealing with the problems in question had not yet com-
pleted their work.
Almost the only delegate who gave unqualified adherence to the
British plan was Signor di Soragna (Italy), who expressed the opinion
that it simplified and co-ordinated the various proposals which had
been laid before the Conference and gave them a reality which had
never before been achieved. The future attitude of the Italian Govern-
ment towards the plan, he said, would be determined by the nature
of the amendments which were submitted by other delegations. The
American delegate did not join i» the discussion, while the Japanese
representative merely stated that the plan was receiving careful
consideration.2 Monsieur Dovgalevsky, for the U.S.S.R., was among
the critics of the air and naval proposals, and he regretted that the
figures which had been inserted into the draft applied only to Euro-
pean states, but he did not oppose the convention as a whole. As for
1	The Turkish delegate expressed surprise that Turkey was not included in
the list of European states the numbers of whose effectives were provisionally
fixed in the draft.  This omission caused some resentment in Turkey, where
it was considered as an indication that the British Government regarded
Turkey as an Asiatic state not primarily concerned in European problems.
The misunderstanding was cleared up by the British representative in Turkey.
2	Immediately after the British proposals had been presented to the General
Commission, the Japanese military authorities had made it plain that, in
their view, the plan was certain to founder in Europe, so that the question of
its applicability to Japan need not be considered.

